Introduction
Describing the status of member states in the European Union and understanding the implications of this membership on their national constitutional law is un doubtedly one of the challenges raised by the European integration process. The authors of a French constitutional law textbook considered -in a section devoted to the relativization of the contemporary state -that the state which has become a 'community state' is characterised 'by the permeability of its legal order to rules issued by common institutions in which it is represented, but where it exercises, in common with the other member states, the powers conferred on these common institutions'.
1 They then refer to the difficulty of 'identifying, forming a theory of and constructing the new political model that is appropriate for this unprece dented aggregation of states. Which is taking reality ahead of a poorly suited vo EuConst 10 (2014) cabulary and inadequate descriptions, taken inevitably from the past.' 2 We shall use the sections below to attempt to make a contribution to this quest.
To define this 'unprecedented aggregation of states' forming the European Union, it seems essential to improve the understanding of its implications on the status of the states it comprises. By joining the Union, these states effectively consent to substantial transfers of powers to Union institutions. In exchange, they receive rights of participation enabling what could be described as the common exercise of sovereign rights. The state becoming a member state also accepts, as such, numerous particular obligations, many of them arising from its general duty of sincere cooperation. In return, it is endowed with rights such as the right to have its identity respected by the Union, or at least as stated in Article 4, paragraph 2 of the TEU, its national identity 'inherent in [its] fundamental structures, po litical and constitutional'. However, this does not exclude these constitutional structures undergoing a certain transformation through the effect of the state joining the Union's legal framework.
Through joining the Union, the state doesn't lose its statehood, but the latter changes in meaning. 3 This transformation is not equivalent to that undergone by states, which decide to unite as federated states within a federation. 4 Speaking relatively, it is, nonetheless, comparable thereto. In any case this transformation goes much further than what is usually meant by joining a classic international organisation. For this reason, it seems appropriate to designate the status of a state belonging to the European Union by using a term other than that -too com monly used -of 'member state'. By reference to the process of European integra tion it seems preferable to speak of an 'integrated state'. 5 Despite the fact that the Union commits to respecting the constitutional iden tity of its member states, the substance, the spirit and the practice of these states' constitutional law are being transformed under the influence of their belonging to the Union, to the extent that it is possible to detect a new branch of constitu tional law. We propose to call this 'constitutional law of the integrated state'. Union membership modifies the meaning of many important concepts of con stitutional law. 7 This phenomenon of Europeanization can be observed in every member state, and has been particularly highlighted on the occasion of recent accessions. It appears even more obviously in a small founder state such as the Grand Duchy whose commitment to the process of European integration needs no further demonstration. 8 The thesis defended hereafter implies a certain degree of 'disciplinary mix'. Ordinarily, the discipline of constitutional law has to bear on the study and anal ysis of the rules, principles and institutions based on the constitution, be they directly dedicated to it or arising indirectly from it by virtue of statutes, of juris prudence, custom or institutional practice. If all constitutional law is not, therefore, confined to the constitution, it is, nevertheless, connected to it in one way or another. Thus, it is no surprise that European integration only made its entryhowever modest -into the textbooks of constitutional law at the very moment, when member states started to constitutionalise their membership of the Com munities and the Union through specific 'Europe clauses'.
However, the true degree of Europeanization of a member state's constitu tional law, making it possible in due course to talk of the emergence of a 'consti tutional law of the Integrated State', does not appear by looking only on explicit adaptations to its constitution. Europeanization takes several routes. The introduc tion of constitutional provisions enabling the transfer of powers, modifying the role of the national parliament in European affairs or derogating nationality con ditions that contravene the Union's law are but the most obvious route. Europe anization also comes from the provisions of the Union's law which themselves enrich constitutional matters by instituting new forms of political participation for the benefit of the organs or citizens of member states. One needs only think about the functions of national parliaments in monitoring compliance with sub sidiarity, or the possibility that citizens have of launching a European citizens' initiative. Moreover, Europeanization arises from gradual, less obvious transforma tions that membership of the Union entails for the running of the state. The separation of powers is altered and the functions of state organs are enlarged. Similarly, the 'right to trial before the lawful judge', included in several constitu tions, must be considered by national judges as a constitutional foundation for the obligation to refer for preliminary ruling at the Court of Justice and including, from this, the right of access to the Union's courts. 9 After all, Europeanization may result in some point from treaty articles that fill up a lacuna at national level. This is the case, for instance, with the member states' 'economic constitution'. Article 120, paragraph 2, TFEU provides indeed that 'the Member States and the Union shall act in accordance with the principle of an open market economy with free competition, favouring an efficient allocation of resources, and in compliance with the principles set out in Article 119'. As the Member States, with the exception of Germany, are actuality lacking economic constitutions, this provision, enjoying the primacy of Union law, establishes a regime which applies not only to the Union but also to each individual member state. Finally, a provision, such as Article 3, paragraph 2, of the Fiscal Compact (Treaty on Stability, Coordination and Governance in the Economic and Monetary Union; TSCG), requires the ratifying Eurozone states to enforce the so called 'golden rule' of balanced budgets 'through provisions of binding force and perma nent character, preferably constitutional, or otherwise guaranteed to be fully re spected and adhered to throughout the national budgetary processes'. Thus in the constitutional law of an 'Integrated State' one finds provisions arising from the Union's law rubbing shoulders with provisions arising from constitutional law of national origin.
The thesis defended implies acceptance of the idea that the corpus of the mem ber state's constitutional law -in its broad sense -now also includes elements originating in Europe. These rules, principles and institutions forming part of European law are usually studied in the Union's law textbooks. The 'disciplinary mixing' will consist of including within the discipline of constitutional law the contributions of the Union's law which, by their content, their objectives or their effects, complement, modify or otherwise affect items unquestionably arising from constitutional law in the material sense.
But one might well ask, 'what is gained from doing this?' What one gains is conceptual clarity. By accepting that there is now a certain osmosis through the membrane separating the spheres of the member state's constitutional law and the Union's law, we can better understand the changes in the former and, by the same token, the legal nature of the latter.
To the extent that, like Germany and France, many member states have con stitutionalised their Union membership, there now exists an explicit constitu tional basis for it. This makes it possible to justify crossing the disciplinary frontier by European elements materially arising from constitutional law, even without formally doing so. The absence of a European clause in Luxembourg has not prevented this phenomenon happening here. Moreover, the inclusion of such a clause is now on the agenda.
The Europeanization of constitutional law has already been the subject of many scholarly papers. 10 This phenomenon occurs with the greatest impact when a new state joins and has to make all the associated constitutional adaptations in the course of the prior negotiations.
11 It has led to the appearance of a branch of 'European constitutional law', understood here as an ensemble of laws within the constitutional law of a member state having to do with European integration and, more specifically, with the State's membership of the Union. This is what the Ger man language doctrine calls nationales Europaverfassungsrecht.
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Paraphrasing the words of Vlad Constantinesco on the permeability of the member state's national legislation, 13 it is noted that its constitutional law becomes permeable to the influence of the Union's law.
14 The Europeanization of member states' constitutional laws does not stop with the introduction of a 'Europe article' and various other 'reconciliations' in legal texts. 15 Membership of the Union brings with it a much deeper transformation of the member state's constitutional law.
It is impossible to give a full account here of every aspect and every variation of the Europeanization of internal constitutional law observable in the different member states. That task would demand the publication of an entire collection of books dedicated in each member state to what is termed in the German language EuConst 10 (2014) Mitglied-Staatsrecht. More modestly, an attempt will be made to explain the notion of constitutional law of one Integrated State by showing, using some examples, how membership of the Union affects and transforms some principles, institutions, powers and rules of Luxembourg's constitutional law.
The constitutional implications of EU membership can be subdivided by fol lowing the principal objects of any constitution. The constitution refers firstly to the state, in this case, the state that has become a member state (1). Secondly, it determines the separation of powers among constitutional organs that also assume European roles (2). Thirdly, it provides for the protection of rights and liberties, which must be integrated into the European space of fundamental rights (3); and it constitutes the basis of a legal system which opens itself to the Union's law (4).
The 'independent' nation state is transformed into a member state Article One of the Constitution of 1868, currently in force, states among other matters that the Grand Duchy is an 'independent' state, a statement that appeared in the same place in the previous constitutional texts of 1848 and 1856. These latter constitutions, however, very clearly put this independence into perspective by going on to state that it was 'part of the German Confederation'. The 1856 text went even further by stating that it 'participates in the rights and obligations aris ing from the Federal Constitution. These rights and these obligation cannot be derogated by the internal legislation of the country'.
Be it a matter of the past tense of the German Confederation or the present tense of European integration, the constitutional proclamation of independence has never stopped the Grand Duchy from participating in integration exercises with a constitutional dimension. Moreover, at no time has the preservation of the independence of the State ever been seriously discussed as a possible limit to Lux embourg's participation in the European integration process. ity criteria (Article I58), suspension of membership rights (Article I59) and voluntary withdrawal (Article I60). It also defined the relationship between the Union and member states (Article I5) and articulated the principle of solidarity between the Union and its member states (Article I43). The Treaty on European Union has essentially maintained these elements. The status of the member state is, consequently, a combination of provisions governing Union membership and defining the rights and obligations arising therefrom. 17 There can be no doubt that it is Article 4 of the TEU, which covers the funda mental elements of the status of the 'Integrated State'. This provision indeed marries the duty of the Union to respect the national identities of its member states with their obligations arising from the duty of sincere cooperation. 18 It involves respect for the essential functions of the state, including the monopoly of coercion, its right of withdrawal and its competencecompetence principle. It also safeguards the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice on the duty of sincerity which 'expresses an obligation inherent to member status'. 19 The condition of being a member state of the Union now constitutes a separate legal status, a sort of particular statehood ('MitgliedStaatlichkeit' or 'member statehood') which differs from that of an independent nation state. 20 The very particular nature of this member statehood even allows considering the idea of member states holding fundamental rights that the Union has a duty to respect. content to have a very general clause allowing the temporary devolution to 'inter national institutions' of the exercise of powers, reserved by the Constitution to the three powers of the State. 22 As part of the current overhaul, though, it is envisaged to provide in a new Article 5 that the Grand Duchy 'participates in the European Union' and that 'the exercise of the State's powers may be transferred to the Eu ropean Union [...] by an act passed by qualified majority'. 23 Integrated State status will then be anchored in the Union's law and constitutional law. We can only regret that it is not in Article One that it is intended to write this European clause, as was the case in the past with membership of the German Confederation.
Taking as our starting point the fact that international law defines the sovereign state as being delimited by established territorial boundaries, inside which its laws apply to a permanent population and its organs exercise effective authority, one could ask to what extent the elements of this definition are affected by Union membership.
Insofar as the resident population is concerned, Luxembourg, it will be noted, is in a particular position. More than 38% of its 537,000 residents are, in fact nationals of other EU member states and 55% are of Luxembourg nationality. Added to this are 160,000 frontier workers, who work in Luxembourg while resid ing in neighbouring countries. 24 This situation leads politicians to consider open ing the right to vote in parliamentary elections up to residents. 25 The relationship between the concepts of citizenship and nationality is, thus, evolving not only under the influence of Union citizenship, which is in addition to national citizen ship, but also under the demographic pressure of European citizens exercising their right to free movement. Unless the right to vote in parliamentary elections is opened up, the representative legitimacy of the Chamber of Deputies is at risk of dwindling.
This particular demographic situation had been recognized by the protocol on the GrandDuchy of Luxembourg joint to the treaty of Rome in 1957. Its Article 2 provided: 'When framing the regulations on freedom of movement for workers provided for in Article 48 (3) of this Treaty, the Commission shall take account, as regards the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, of the special demographic situation in that country. the argument did not, however, convince. The Court considered that Luxembourg could not be allowed on that basis 'to unilaterally exclude workers from other Member States from entire areas of occupational activity'.
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Let us not forget that beyond the demographic context, all Union citizens resid ing in Luxembourg are granted political rights. Some of them, such as the right to petition the European Parliament, the right to vote at European and municipal level and the right to participate in a European Citizens' Initiative, are recognised directly through the Union's law and in this way complement rights that the Constitution, in principle, reserved solely for nationals. Regarding the exercise of political rights by 'nonLuxembourgers' (Article 9) and their eligibility for public office (Article 10bis, para. 2), the Constitution was modified to a minimum extent in 1994 and 1999 to allow a legal waiver and, thus, comply with the Union's law.
28
On these two points, the pending constitutional revision aims to go further, by particularly explicitly safeguarding the political rights of Union citizens (new Article 10 para. 2). In the Luxembourg population, the classic division between nationals and foreigners is, therefore, gradually being replaced by a more nuanced distinction between nationals, Union citizens and third country nationals.
With regard to the relationship between the state and its territory, a certain change can be noted here also. Admittedly, as Francette Fines reminds us, states 'are not dispossessed of their territory', but they have accepted 'that their territory also serves as the territorial framework for action by Community institutions, which are thereby granted Community territory'.
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On the concept of sovereignty, one is tempted to doubt its explanatory value for the situation of Integrated Union States. Admittedly, one could legitimately remain attached to this notion and defend the position that in the Union sover eignty resides with States. 30 But does that grasp all the originality of the situation of these member states? Is it not preferable to consider, like Carl Schmitt, that in a federation the question of sovereignty is, so to speak, 'suspended'? 31 27 ECJ, 2 July 1996, Commission v. Luxembourg, C473/93, ECR I3207, point 45. Cp. point 35: 'considerations relating to the preservation of national identity in a demographic situation as specific as that prevailing in the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg' cannot justify exclusion of nationals of other Member States from all the posts in an area such as education'. 28 The real opening of Luxembourg's public service results from the law of 18 Dec. 2009 and a Grand Duchy Regulation of 12 May 2010 which lists the employments that 'involve direct or in direct participation in the exercise of public power' and which are, therefore, reserved for nationals. 29 Regarding the external aspect of sovereignty, account must always be taken of the fact that the international relations of Integrated States in the Union will be subject to duties of action and abstention flowing from the duty of sincere coop eration which 'is of general application' and depends neither on the exclusive nature or not of the Union in question's competence 'nor on any possible right on the part of the member states to enter into obligations towards third countries'. Thus, Luxembourg accepts an obligation of close cooperation towards the Union's institutions in such a way as to facilitate the accomplishment of the Union's mis sion and to 'guarantee the unity and coherence of action and international repre sentation' by and for the Union.
32
The constitutional organs of Luxembourg take on European functions
In Luxembourg, as in other member states, the constitution organises the separa tion of powers and the distribution of competences among the organs it institutes. Through belonging to the Union, these constitutional organs also have European functions conferred on them to varying extents. Their European functions, there fore, are in addition to their constitutional functions, leading to a kind of 'func tional doubling' of each organ involved, without this being reflected in the text of the 1868 Constitution.
33
Regarding executive power and, firstly, the head of state, it will be noted, none theless, that the Grand Duke may not represent Luxembourg in the European Council. He does not meet the condition, in use by Article 10 of the TEU since the Lisbon Treaty came into force, of being 'democratically accountable' either to the Chamber of Deputies or to the citizens of Luxembourg. 34 One could even ask oneself how it is possible to reconcile the hereditary nature of his function with the Union's constitutional system, which makes the equality of all citizens a central principle. 35 Luc Heuschling demonstrated, moreover, that behind the body of the monarch is the citizen, able to demands rights on this basis. 36 In any event, Union membership of a constitutional monarchy does not come without creating frictions which could adversely affect its constitutional law.
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Regarding the Grand Duchy's Government, its European function essentially consists of representing Luxembourg in the Council, which as we know exercises 'jointly with the European Parliament, legislative and budgetary functions'. Mem bers of the Luxembourg Government exercising their right to vote there pursuant to TEU, Article 16, paragraph 2, are also participating at the Union level in func tions which, internally, are reserved to the legislative power. Membership of the Union is reflected in a considerable expansion of the functions assigned to mem bers of the government, without this being reflected in the Luxembourg Constitu tion.
Concerning the legislative power and, therefore, the Luxembourg Chamber of Deputies, it is noted that its participation in European affairs has also developed outside of the Constitution. Its 'European function' is no less real for all that.
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Under the new Article 12 of the TEU, national parliaments are, in effect, called upon to actively contribute to the good functioning of the Union, including 'by seeing to it that the principle of subsidiarity is respected in accordance with the procedures provided for in the Protocol on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality'. 39 The scrutiny they exercise in this regard on compliance with subsidiarity criteria can be connected both to their role of con trolling national executives and to their participation in the exercise of European legislative power. Once again, membership of the Union brings with it the expan sion of the powers of a constitutional organ.
At the level of the judiciary, the 1868 Constitution is limited to setting out the general framework for the organisation of justice. The individual must, neverthe less, read this Chapter VI of the Constitution in the light of the provisions of the TEU and the TFEU to understand that he or she has access, limited but real, to the Court of Justice. Within the meaning of Article 13 of the Constitution, which states that 'noone may be reassigned against his will to a court other than that designated by law', the Court of Justice must be considered a 'legal court' for the purposes of internal constitutional law. This raises the ultimate question of wheth er the obligation of the Luxembourg court to make a reference for preliminary ruling to the ECJ may, where appropriate, be sanctioned by domestic law. The only remedy available under Luxembourg law would then be to introduce an ac tion for liability against the State.
40 Speaking generally, the statistics show that Luxembourg's courts, which do not seem to experience any great difficulty in ap plying and interpreting the Union's law, are among those sending the lowest num ber of referrals for preliminary ruling to the Court of Justice.
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To conclude: the organs of the Integrated State assume henceforward some functions in the interest of the Union. The separation of powers is then modified at the national level. One example of this is the fact that the Grand Duke's pre rogative to appoint magistrates is put to one side by the law of the Union. Mem bers of the Court of Justice are indeed appointed by common accord of the governments of member states. The Government of Luxembourg, therefore, is exercising in this area a power that the Constitution internally reserves to the Head of State.
If membership of the Union affects the separation of powers in the member state, it also entails its special responsibility to ensure the democratic legitimacy of the Union. The political accountability of Luxembourg members of the Euro pean Council and the Council of Ministers is, in fact, to the Chamber of Deputies, which actively participates in the management of European affairs. 42 In the same vein, we must not forget that the election of Members of the European Parliament also takes place to some extent in accordance with national rules.
One final consequence of the attributions of European functions to constitu tional organs or to their members is the appearance of 'European' and 'crossed' incompatibilities coming to be added to the regime of incompatibilities defined by the Constitution. In Luxembourg law, the list of incompatibilities with the mandate to be a deputy, appearing in Article 54 of the Constitution, was comple mented by the electoral law on the basis of Article 55 of the Constitution, under which 'the incompatibilities provided for under the preceding article do not pres ent any obstacle to the law establishing others in future'. A bill of 2 May 2013 finally aims to incorporate into it the rule -which has always been respected in 40 The new Article 7(2), first subparagraph, of the Act lays down that as from the 2004 election, being a member of the European Parliament is incompatible with being a member of a national parliament. Thus, the Luxembourg regime of par liamentary incompatibilities is currently the result of a combination of constitu tional, legal and European provisions. As part of the pending revision of the Constitution, it is planned to include this rule in a new Article 66 laying down that 'the mandate to be a deputy is incompatible with the functions of being a member of the Government, being a member of the European Parliament and being a member of the Council of State'. Other incompatibilities clearly arise from the appointment of Luxembourg nationals as members of other Union institutions, be they the Court of Justice, the Commission, the European Central Bank or the Court of Auditors. 44 The protection of fundamental rights is guaranteed in the European area
In Europe, the protection of fundamental rights is no longer the prerogative of national constitutions and declarations. For the Union and its member states, the relevant legal sources are now listed in Article 6 of the TEU. The State of Luxem bourg must, therefore, respect not only the rights and liberties guaranteed in Chapter 2 of its Constitution but also those enshrined in the European Conven tion of Human Rights and the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights, as well as those enshrined as general principles of the Union's law.
The European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) has been mandatory for the Grand Duchy since 3 September 1953. 45 It can certainly be said with no exag geration that in view of the age and incomplete nature of the constitutional cata logue, it is the primary source of fundamental rights in Luxembourg. 46 With regard to Article 6 guaranteeing the right to a fair trial, the High Court of Justice rightly points out that 'directly applicable and of higher value than domestic law', this article constitutes 'the reference text with regard to the guarantee of the rights 43 47 Given the profusion of rights guaranteed at the Eu ropean and international levels, the present author once raised the question wheth er constitutional protection has not become superfluous. 48 In the 'European area of fundamental rights', 49 characterised by the overlaying of legal sources and a complex regime of jurisdictional competences, the protection of rights raises difficult issues of coordination.
With regard to the ECHR it is well known that the principle of its subsidiar ity solves most of these problems. Although the Convention does not place an obligation on participating states to question the authority of res judicata of a domestic court ruling declared incompatible with the Convention by the Euro pean Court, Luxembourg has, nonetheless, introduced into its domestic legislation a procedure for the revision of such decisions. Article 443 of the Code of Criminal Procedure has, since 1981, provided a fifth ground for opening an application for revision, when it is the result of a ruling of the European Court made in applica tion of the ECHR 'that a criminal conviction has been handed down in violation of this Convention'.
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With regard to the Charter, it is the strict definition of its scope of application in Article 51 that is supposed to reduce any problems arising from the coexistence of national and European protections for human rights. After the Court of Justice's resounding rulings in the Melloni and Åkerberg Fransson cases of 26 February 2013, it is nevertheless clear that the Court does not intend to limit itself to a restrictive interpretation of the Charter's scope of application. Therefore, member states must respect the rights of the Charter when 'acting in the scope of Union law' and not only when they 'implement' it. Moreover, when implementing Union law, they may only apply national standards of protection of fundamental rights on condi tion that 'that the level of protection provided for by the Charter, as interpreted by the Court, and the primacy, unity and effectiveness of European Union law are not thereby compromised'. 51 One could bet that the consequence of this juris prudence would be to reduce even more the recourse of litigants and their legal representatives to the fundamental rights guaranteed under the Constitution. It also has the effect of reducing the role of the Luxembourg Constitutional Court in the protection of fundamental rights, and in this way of changing the attribu tion of powers desired by the drafters of the constitution. 52 It is too early to have an idea about the fate that the courts of Luxembourg reserve for the Charter rights. 53 As part of the proposed general overhaul of the Constitution, it was nevertheless envisaged at an early stage to restructure Chapter 2 of the Constitu tion, following the model of the titles used in the Charter. 54 Luxembourg's legal order opens up to European Union law One of the particular characteristics of Luxembourg's domestic legal order lies in the fact that, unlike other European countries, it is founded on international law. Established as an independent state by the Final Act of the Congress of Vienna of 9 June 1815, the Grand Duchy's independence was confirmed by the Treaties of London of 19 April 1839 and 11 May 1867. Therefore, far from constituting a threat to national sovereignty, international law is understood in Luxembourg as a 'vital guarantee of the existence and survival of the state'. 55 Moreover, Luxem bourg's courts have had no difficulty in recognising the preeminence of interna tional law and the primacy of Community Law, including in respect of a constitutional provision. 56 This state of affairs also explains why it was not con sidered necessary to write a provision into the Constitution more explicitly au thorising transfers of competences to the Union.
Under Luxembourg law the Constitution long ago ceased to be the only supreme law. 57 There is now a set of norms ranked supralegislative and designated by the term 'higher law'. It is within the remit of the Council of State to monitor the compliance of draft bills and draft regulations with the rules of higher law. The amended act of 12 July 1996, reforming the Council of State, states in its Article 2, paragraph 2, that 'if it considers a draft bill to be contrary to the Constitution, to international agreements and treaties, or to the general principles of law, the Council of State shall state this in its Opinion. It shall do the same, if it considers a draft regulation to be contrary to a rule of higher law.' As part of the revision procedure on track, it is planned to state this ex ante check on compliance with 'higher law' in Article 91, explicitly including within it the 'legally binding deci sions of the European Union'. It is also intended to state in Article 99 that 'courts shall only apply acts and regulations to the extent that they comply with rules of higher law'.
If the Constitution is, therefore, challenged in its role of supreme law, parlia mentary acts also lose some of their importance in national legislation because of the perceived need to streamline the procedures for the transposition and imple mentation of secondary EU legislation. Insofar as ever more important sections of national legislation are directly conditioned by Union law and legislators face often very short deadlines for the transposition of directives, the Luxembourg Parliament has adopted an Enabling Act conferring on the regulatory power the competence to proceed.
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This law is, however limited in scope and has not really proven an 'appropriate and effective response' to the problems encountered. 59 The inclusion in the Con stitution of a new Article 45, planned as part of the current overhaul, stating that the Head of State 'shall make the necessary regulations for the application of le gally binding decisions of the European Union' will have the advantage of eradicat ing a number of legal uncertainties in this area. Membership of the Union also brings alterations to the domestic legal order in which the initial relationship between constitutional, legislative and regulatory norms is modified to the detri ment of the first two of these categories.
The thesis of the emergence of a new type of constitutional law, that of the Integrated State, requires deeper analysis than that made in this contribution. There is, however, no doubt that European integration is exercising a determining influence not only on institutions but also on the concepts of member states' constitutional law. And the fact is, these member states are members of what one 58 Law (as amended) of 9 Aug. 1971 'on the execution and sanctioning of decisions and direc tives and the sanctioning of regulations of the European Communities in the economic, technical, agricultural, forestry, social and transport spheres'. 59 
